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ol Mr, Ofto Olepka. chicl of th
division of malu(monq of the D

gﬂl/nl()’lzy Sli/@ 10 p'nlmonl ol Stafe?”

s When he came before {he sube

(nmmlllv-\ Boiisle repeatedly

=yid hix answer was based on

Department and the Senale In-
Le:na( Securily subcommitlee over|
‘the Otepka case,

J. G. Sourwine, the subcommil.|
Lee counsel, suggested in the lat-|
tost . release of testimony that
|mémhcrs of his staff were inves-
tigated by the Stale Department's
‘Office of Security.

. Dovid 1. Belisle, a Stale De-
‘partment withess, denied having
“anything to do with the alleged
probe of the Senale group that
specializes in probes,

His only information in this re-
rrard, Belisle explained, was Sour-
wine's personal stalemeni that he
had boeen questioned by the FBI
But as for a State Department

stiff—Belisle said he never heard
it even discussed,

This latest whiff of e:pmnago k

and  counter-espionage  belween
wo rival Government units camge
las the subcommitlce kept up ils
!plc sure in the Oteplka case.

U Otto F. Olepka, the depart-
|raent's  security-risk  evaluations;
«chief, is under dismissal charges
ifor having leaked mfotmatmnﬁ
'about his superiors to the Scnalcl
subcommitlee and for having sug
gested  questions  ihat Soummc.t
tcould ask of witnesses.

i While Otepka continues to draw,
‘his  Government salary pcndmg]
‘his appeal, two State Department.
men who investigaled him havej
resigned * their posts. They are!
John F. ‘Reilly, former leputy
assistant  secretary for security
aud Otepka’s onc-time immediale
superior, and Elmer Dewey Hill,
chiefl of the technical services di-
vision under Reilly, :

lestifying thal ap sttempt had
been made o “hug” Otepka's tel-
ephane. He said his earlier testi
mony might have misled the sub-
coramitlea. into thinking no effort
had been made to intercept Otep-
kals. conversalmns.

Yn u--.ul.\ﬂf Wil

“ral reasons,

(Feled

Iskid he had been told the wirchyp

Reilly quit last November after)

But according e .
(D., Coni.), ( l, L taken peird. in {he hugeing of
shbcommittee chairman, Hill ,\mu)-opka's piong nd fherefore res
tdstified that actual conversatic 1"'.5, vded infnrmation he bad hecn
hhd been intercepted as a res |]t| dqeen hy Reilly. as- “hearsay'

the tapping of Otcpka's fqe-tuhicl he dirl nol {eel he had to
wone. The senator said this ¢qn- nlestion to senalors, :
with the testimony ol
cilly, who denied the tap IndI

Question Prossed
“Can you sit fhere,”

l fact dwt he :ml niether seenl”

i%(‘.hi’nt(‘n'f
orked or had been P“t it d-ipfruska (R., Nob.) asked the witd -

dratiou, apss, “and el this coramittes
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Belisle In the testimony pispn far.

November 14 and released Llodhy mjent; you were lelling the trutl

- When you answorad 'No, Sie?' "
Had “fizzled.” ) you answe l NC 11

The idea ‘that the tap Jon '.‘SC'_N'""" BC}!‘““" ml.’“”" "
tepka's phone might not hfve'spid in my considered judgmenf
orked drew an angry respo se.l did not have ﬁl'Sl-hand informa
ffom Senator McClellan (D., Ar§.) :(fon-of it, and therelare that iff:
“I. don't helieve this dubiqus sfhy [ answered it thal way,"

Jory that you tapped it and foli |itruska rtorled hy saying: *
information
eren't  capable of tapping ‘ilt font to this whole committee."
roperly,’ he told the witness. Belisle said the wiretap hal
1% .. T can't understand” fhretifeen taken off Otepka’s telephonf
curily officers of the State Pe-jditer a check had heen made

artment in that business nol pc-jlhe discarded (rash Otepka ha
g capable of pulting on a she-flflaced in “burn bags” the Staty
rssful wiretap on a telephone] in

department uses: for disposal
1eir own dcpartment. It doegp't{decurity documents,
hake sense to me.’

. The burn bags contained cay
Belisle, who - still is an dm-|{llon papers showing gquestiong
loyce of (he Stale Departmdnt,|Piepka allegedly’ was preparix
sisted under lenglhy cross-exqm-!fr Sourwine's use in inferrogal
hation thal he was "amphfyu "' Ing Reilly and Belisle, The oval
ut not "cmrcchng testimqny l§ations officer had been feudiny
e had ‘given: the: subcommlt eclfvith his superiors over whal
§ July. : clt Lo be laxity in screening, s
«In his July appemam.e. acmrd- urity risks . . .:a belief share
g to -the record, he answefed{by the Communist- huntmg Se
No, §ir,t, When_asked:, ' Do Jouj fle subcommittee; -
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in your _considered judglf

because  Joulthink that explanation is an aff.

Alsn Takes Stand
Thamas Ehilich, .a Stale Des

| partment legal adviser. also look.
lithe witness stand November 14°

lto tell how lely, Hill and Bel-:
{]H]e prepared stalements “arnpli-
ifving" their carlier testimony at
ithe request of Dean Rusk, Secs
relary of -Stale, and George W.
Ball, Under Secretary of Slate, -
' Ehrlich rclated that Rusk and
:Ball indicated a desire that states:
-ments he prepared hefore Now
ivembher 5, the date on which the
possibility of perjury was mene
tioned in an exchange on the Scn-.
ate floor between Senators Dodd
and Thurmond (D, 8.C.).

But he said the amplifying let-
ters “sent to the subcommiltes

lours after the Dodd—’rhmmond
colloquy,
Thrlich said he and Ball \.\ent

b {lo Rusk’s office where the Sece”
retary of State glanced at tha'
bistaternents and then handed them -
“Iback to Ball for
il the subcommittee. . o,

transmittal {o g

were not prepaved until a fewf
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